
EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 29897November 16, 1999
Evans most of the Jackson family’s oral his-
tory. She told her that her own father was 
not a slave but a free man who lived and 
worked as a railroad porter up north. He had 
often kept a written record of the Jackson 
family history. Evans remembered her Aunt 
Minnie, who lived to be a ripe 94 years old as 
sort of the family coordinator. She was also 
told about aunt Amanda who married a 
Cuban and left the country, never to be seen 
again. According to family history, it was 
her hatred for white folks that encouraged 
her to leave the United States stated Ms. 
Evans. The last born of Grandpa Jack’s chil-
dren was Evan’s mom and the first was uncle 
Henry. For all family members whose de-
tailed stories are yet to be told, there are 
black heritage pictures all along her walls 
that definitely help fill the void. The atmos-
phere reflects a sentiment that embraces 
much of the trial and tribulations that kept 
both families together from one generation 
to the next. It was Grandpa Ingram’s second 
marriage to Mae Bell in the late 1920s which 
began the generation of Ms. Evan’s dad, who 
was the first of three children born from this 
union.

Mrs. Evans has been the District Assistant 
to Congressman William L. Clay since 1972. 
She attended Lincoln Elementary School 
and graduated from Vashon High School in 
St. Louis. She received her B.A. Degree in 
Sociology and Political Science from Lin-
coln University, Jefferson City, Missouri, 
and her Master’s Degree of Social Work from 
Washington University, St. Louis, Missouri. 

Her professional experience includes years 
of government and community service. She 
has served as Commissioner of the Division 
of Community Service, Housing Relocation 
and Social Services for the Elderly, City of 
St. Louis, Worker and Supervisor for the 
United Church of Christ Neighborhood 
Houses, Fellowship Center and Plymouth 
House directing children, adults, senior citi-
zens, and community organization activities. 

Over the years, she has been a practicum 
instructor of Social Work at the George War-
ren Brown School of Social Work, Wash-
ington University since the early seventies 
and the Missouri Coordinator for Voter Reg-
istration with Operation Big Vote. She has 
also been a Democratic political activist for 
candidates at the local, state, and national 
levels.

Mrs. Evans is a past President of the Board 
of Directors of the William L. Clay Scholar-
ship and Research Fund, member of the WEB 
DuBois Board of Directors, was the local 
Alpha Kappa Alpha Member of the Year and 
Life Member and was selected for the Ivy 
Wall of Fame at National Headquarters, Chi-
cago, Illinois. She is now a 50 Year (Golden) 
Member of the Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority. 

Mrs. Evans has been active in numerous 
professional organizations, boards, and com-
mittees. A few are the Academy of Certified 
Social Workers (ACSW), National Associa-
tion of Black Social Workers (NABSW), 
NAACP Life Member, the United Negro Col-
lege Fund, the Dr. Martin Luther King Holi-
day Committee, and the Regional Coordi-
nator of the Push/Rainbow Coalition of the 
Reverend Jesse Jackson, Sr. Mrs. Evans has 
received numerous civic and professional 
awards, including the Lifetime Achievement 
Award from Better Family Life; the Polit-
ical Leadership Award from the Young 
Democrats of St. Louis; the Humanitarian of 
the Year Award from the Martin Luther 
King Support Group; the National Associa-
tion of Black Social Workers African Fidel-
ity Award (St. Louis Chapter); The 1st Gwen 
B. Giles Award from the Missouri Legislative 

Black Caucus; the Distinguished Alumni 
Award from the George Warren Brown 
School of Social Work; and the Distinguished 
Service Award from the National Council of 
Negro Women. She has received certificates 
of appreciation for leadership and commu-
nity service from many organizations includ-
ing the St. Louis Job Corps Center, the 
YWCA, and the William L. Clay Scholarship 
and Research Fund. Mrs. Evans has traveled 
extensively and participated in many inter-
national conferences and workshops. In the 
early seventies, she was a Consultant for 
Rutgers University Forum for International 
Studies in Accra, Ghana. Some of her other 
cultural and educational travels include a 
St. Louis Sister City Conference in Dakar 
and St. Louis, Senegal, West Africa, Wash-
ington Universitys China Cultural Triangle 
Tour, and the Lutheran Public Housing Vis-
its to Paris, London, Berlin, and other Euro-
pean cities. As a member of the African-
American Cultural and Arts Network Orga-
nization, she attended workshops in the 
Ivory Coast, Spain and Morocco, Egypt, Sal-
vador, Bahia, and Rio De Janeiro, Brasil. 
With the International Federation on Aging, 
she attended the third annual conference in 
Durban, South Africa, and Zimbabwe.
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RECOGNIZING DISASTER RELIEF 
WORKERS

HON. SAM JOHNSON
OF TEXAS
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Tuesday, November 16, 1999
Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

I would like to give special recognition before 
Congress to the efforts of 88 young men who 
provided extensive disaster relief services and 
humanitarian aid to the people of San Pedro 
Sula, Honduras in the wake of Hurricane 
Mitch. Between November 1998 and April 
1999, these men aided in rescue operations, 
distributed food and clothing, constructed 
housing for refugees, provided medical aid, 
and coordinated the collection and distribution 
of donated supplies from America, thus pro-
moting hope, good will, and charity between 
the United States and Honduras. They should 
be commended for their sacrifice and commit-
ment to serve their follow man in a time of 
great need.

Levi Ackley, MN; Aaron Berg, Ontario; Na-
than Beskow, OR; Evan Bjorn, OK; Adam 
Blocker, FL; Caleb Boyette, FL; Michael 
Braband, MO; Rodian Cabeza, NY; David 
Carne, OR; Daniel Chiew, Singapore; James 
Clifford, Ontario; Fredrick Cohrs, WA; Ste-
ven Dankers, WI; Johathan De Haan, KY; Na-
than Downey, CA; 

Daniel Falkenstine, TX; Andrew Farley, 
CA; Joseph Farley, CA; Steven Farrand, CO; 
David Fishback, Ontario; Benjamin Frost, 
MN; Eric Fuhrman, MI; Ron Fuhrman, MI; 
Rob Gray, IN; Michael Hadden, GA; Richard 
Hens, OH; Burton Herring, Jr., AL; William 
Hicks, CA; Nathan Hoggatt, TX; Mario 
Huber, PA; 

Joshua Inman, OH; Jordan Jaeger, IA; 
Anders Johansson, WA; Aaron Jongsma, On-
tario; Justin King, MI; Jason Kingston, TX; 
Richard Knight, AR; David Kress, AL; Luke 
Kujacznski, MI; Jeremy Kuvik, NY; Joshua 
Lachmann, IN; Mike Litteral, OH; Lucas 
Long, WA; James Lovett, WA; Joshua Mac-
Donald, FL; 

Gerard Mandreger, MI; James Marsh, NC; 
Timothy Mirecki, Ontario; Ben Monshor, MI; 

Benjamin Moore, MS; Timothy Moye, GA; 
John Munsell, OH; Robert Nicolato, OH; 
John Nix, MI; Joseph Nix, MI; Steve Nix, MI; 
Sean Pelletier, WA; Keon Pendergast, AR; 
Joshua Ramey, CA; Elisha Robinson, PA; 

Bruce Rozeboom, MI; Eric Rozeboom, MI; 
Gregg Rozeboom, MI; Mark Rozeboom, MI; 
Jason Ruggles, MI; Jonathan Russel, CA; 
David Servideo, VA; Chad Sikora, MI; Scott 
Stephens, MI; Kevin Stickler, NC; Nathanael 
Swanson, New Brunswick; Paul Tallent, NM; 
John Tanner, MI; Josha Tanner, MI; 

Justin Tanner, MI; Joshua Thomas, OR; 
Jefferson Turner, GA; Roy Van Cleve, WA; 
Andrew Van Essen, Ontario; Christopher 
Veenstra, MI; James Volling, Ontario; Neil 
Waters, VA; Daniel Weathers, WA; Daniel 
Weed, NY; Shane White, KY; Nathan Wil-
liams, KS; John Yarger, CO; Chad Yordy, IN. 
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TRIBUTE TO JANEY SILVER—1999 
MANCOS VALLEY HONORARY 
CITIZEN OF THE YEAR 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 16, 1999

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to take 
a moment to recognize an exceptional woman. 
Janey Silver was named Mancos Valley Hon-
orary Citizen of the Year for the year 1999. 
The Honorary Citizen of the Year award rec-
ognizes outstanding citizens who are not resi-
dents of the community for their service and 
commitment to the Mancos Valley. 

Janey has spent over half of her life with 
children in the Mancos community. Com-
muting from Durango, Janey often arrives to 
work before 7 a.m. and stays late after work 
to coach the youth athletic organizations. 
Janey loves her job, and it shows. She takes 
on many roles as a teacher, counselor, friend, 
and role model for many. Repeatedly, Janey 
has gone above and beyond the call of duty. 

After the spring of 2000, Janey will take a 
much deserved retirement. Undoubtedly, she 
will be greatly missed. She has touched the 
lives of many young Americans in the Mancos 
Valley throughout her career. So, it is with 
this, Mr. Speaker, that I congratulate her on 
this magnificent distinction and thank her for 
her selfless dedication.
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TESTIMONY OF RICHARD A. 
DELGAUDIO

HON. BOB BARR
OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 16, 1999

Mr. BARR of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to submit for the RECORD the following 
testimony offered in printed form to the United 
States Senate Armed Services Committee on 
October 22, 1999 by Richard A. Delgaudio.

Mr. Chairman, distinguished Senators, la-
dies and gentlemen, my name is Richard A. 
Delgaudio, and I appreciate your taking the 
time today to review my testimony which I 
have been told will be recorded in the official 
transcript of today’s U.S. Senate Armed 
Services Committee proceedings. As I submit 
this testimony, I place my hand on my 
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Catholic bible and swear that this is the 
truth as I know it, and I dedicate these 
words to His name. 

I have served during the twelve years’ ex-
istence of National Security Center as its 
President, have sponsored four fact-finding 
trips to Panama and have personally partici-
pated in an additional four such trips. I have 
done research on, have spoken before audi-
ences from one end of this country to the 
other, from Florida to New York to Wash-
ington, DC to California to Ohio to points in 
between, and have written and published ar-
ticles, newsletters and books on this topic. I 
have been on more than 100 radio talk shows 
on this subject matter. I am the publisher of 
Captain G. Russell Evans’ Death Knell of the 
Panama Canal? and author of Peril in Pan-
ama, both published by National Security 
Center, with a combined distribution of 1.2 
million. I have published Panama Alert 
newsletter for the past ten years. And I 
coined a phrase you may have already heard, 
and will be hearing more of in the future: 
China is the new ‘‘Gatekeeper’’ of the Pan-
ama Canal. 

I come before you today as an unabashed 
critic of the current policy of the United 
States towards Panama. I come before you in 
full agreement with the warning one year 
ago of Admiral Thomas Moorer, USN (Ret.) 
before the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee. Admiral Moorer testified that unless 
the current U.S. policy towards Panama is 
changed, then there could be ‘‘big trouble’’ 
in Panama, trouble that could lead to a mili-
tary confrontation. 

I had earnestly desired to give you this tes-
timony in person today, and also to person-
ally present to the Committee the quarter of 
a million signed petitions from Americans 
from all across the land who are very con-
cerned about current U.S. policy and pray 
that you see fit to reverse it. 

As Senators know, there have been occa-
sions in the history of the relationship be-
tween Panama and the United States, in 
which American Presidents have felt it nec-
essary to put our boys into harms way at the 
Panama Canal to defend the national secu-
rity interest of the United States. Some of 
those boys paid the ultimate price for fol-
lowing their orders and doing their duty. 
Two dozen in Operation Just Cause, not very 
long ago. National Security Center will, 
within the next three weeks, be publishing a 
Panama Canal Calendar 2000 which cites 
other dates where U.S. servicemen put their 
lives on the line in Panama. 

I cannot believe that those American sol-
diers, airmen, sailors and marines who died, 
who returned home wounded, and all those 
who served, did this service for their coun-
try, following the orders of mistaken Presi-
dents. I firmly believe that those orders they 
were given, especially orders given in that 
Just Cause, were proper and right, both for 
the interest of our country and for the long 
term interests of the people of Panama and 
the United States. 

And so it is with some trepidation that I 
offer this testimony today, for I fear that if 
my warning, and the warning of my es-
teemed colleagues offering the Committee 
testimony today, Admiral Thomas Moorer, 
USN (Ret.) Captain G. Russell Evans, USCG 
(Ret.) and Bruce Fein, Esq., is not heeded, 
then a higher casualty rate will be suffered 
by American servicemen in a future Oper-
ation Just Cause to keep the Panama Canal 
open, operational and secure. My focus in to-
day’s testimony is on the question Senator 
Trent Lott asked the Committee to focus on, 
‘‘Does Hutchison-Whampoa’s Chairman, bil-

lionaire Li Ka-shing, have ties to the Chinese 
Communist Party, China’s People’s Libera-
tion Army, or Chinese intelligence activi-
ties.’’

My testimony to the Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee is: yes, Li Ka-shing does 
have strong ties to the Chinese Communists. 
Li Ka-shing is China’s Red billionaire, and he 
has enabled his masters in Beijing to become 
the new Gatekeeper of the Panama Canal. On 
December 31 (or perhaps on December 14) of 
this year, China will, through Li Ka-shing, 
be the uncontested, unchallenged, unwatched 
Gatekeeper of the Panama Canal. Further, 
my testimony is: the government of the 
United States has known all along about Li 
Ka-shing’s ties to Communist China, a self-
proclaimed enemy of the United States, and 
has offered no resistance whatsoever to that 
government’s now-successful move to con-
trol the entrance and exit ports of the Pan-
ama Canal. 

The information that we have developed 
about Li Ka-shing, China’s Red billionaire, is 
mostly available in the public record. Much 
of it has been collected and reported in my 
book, Peril in Panama. Li Ka-shing is much 
more than the elusive Hong Kong billionaire 
businessman that he has been portrayed as. 
He has for many years also been one of the 
most trusted allies of the Communist Chi-
nese, well before they took over Hong Kong, 
his base of operations. 

Li Ka-shing’s influence is quiet, behind the 
scenes and decisive. Shortly after his com-
pany took over in the Bahamas, that country 
withdrew its recognition of Free China and 
recognized Communist China. Do the Sen-
ators believe in such coincidences? 

Li Ka-shing’s relationship with the rulers 
of the Peoples Republic of China goes back 
to the 1970’s with Deng Xioaping. When Li 
Ka-shing received an honorary degree from 
Beijing University, on April 28, 1992, it was 
handed to him by none other than Jian 
Zemin, the current dictator of the PRC. 

Why such an honor for Li Ka-shing? Sim-
ple. In the words of Anthony B. Chan (Li Ka-
shing: Hong Kong’s Elusive Billionaire), ‘‘Li 
was the vital go-between that the geriatric 
bosses of Beijing needed to firm up the sup-
port of Hong Kong’s other leading merchants 
in the smooth recovery of the colony to 
China in 1997.’’

Li was very useful to the PRC in the take-
over of Hong Kong. He was always loyal to 
their cause, never critical. For example: ‘‘I 
was of course saddened (by the Tiananmen 
massacre). But as a Chinese, China is my 
motherland. No matter what happened, I am 
still willing to work for the future of my 
country.’’

Senators need to understand fully, that 
these are Li Ka-shing’s words giving the lie 
to those who say he is simply a Hong Kong 
billionaire: ‘‘As a Chinese, China is my 
motherland’’ (page 5, Li Ka-shing book). 

If he were just another Hong Kong busi-
nessman, how did Li Ka-shing, in 1979, be-
come a member of the China International 
Trust and Investment Corporation (CITIC)? 
CITIC is Communist China’s top investment 
arm and the bank of the People’s Liberation 
Army. CITIC provides financing for Chinese 
army weapons sales and finances the pur-
chase of Western technology through a vari-
ety of fronts. Li will of course deny that his 
membership in the PRC’s top government in-
vestment arm meant he was allied with the 
PRC. But that was his path to power. Li 
parleyed this association with Chinese power 
brokers into the purchase of a controlling 
share in Hutchison-Whampoa, which led to 
his becoming a billionaire. 

If he were not in the PRC’s hip pocket, 
would Li Ka-shing be running their commer-
cial ports? Would he be running most of 
south China’s sea born trade? A Journal of 
Commerce report by Joe Studwell reported 
that Li Ka-shing has a ‘‘cozy relationship’’ 
with the Peoples Republic of China that is as 
‘‘close as lips and teeth.’’ Li Ka-shing was 
appointed a member of the Preparatory Com-
mittee that oversaw Beijing’s takeover of 
Hong Kong in 1997. Among other things, the 
committee eliminated the recently elected 
sixty-person legislature, replacing it with 
puppets more helpful to the PRC. 

There is ample evidence of the ties of Li 
Ka-shing to Communist China. Here are sev-
eral, some reported in my book, Peril in Pan-
ama:

Li has ‘‘tried to secure CPPCC membership 
(Chinese Peoples Political Consultative Con-
ference) for his eldest son and heir apparent, 
Victor Li Tzar-Kuoi, to keep contacts with 
the top brass in Beijing.’’ (Nikkei Weekly, 3/
2/98).

Nikkei Weekly reported that Li Ka-shing 
‘‘converted to the pro-China camp in the late 
1980’s’’ and was ‘‘helping Chinese companies 
affiliated with the People’s Liberation Army 
enter the Hong Kong market.’’

Senators are no doubt familiar with the 
Cox Report from the other chamber, where 
there is ample documentation to dem-
onstrate to even the most skeptical how ap-
parently private businesses are used by the 
PRC as an arm of policy in countries like the 
United States. 

Li Ka-shing ‘‘posted congratulatory mes-
sages’’ in a daily Hong Kong newspaper oper-
ated by the PRC after their takeover of the 
city (Asian Political News, 10/13/97). 

When PRC leaders came to Hong Kong to 
oversee their takeover, their good and faith-
ful servant, Li Ka-shing, rolled out the red 
carpet (pardon the pun) for them. Naturally, 
PRC leader Jiang Zemin stayed at one of Li’s 
hotels during the festivities. Many in the 
PRC delegation skipped official British din-
ner ceremonies to dine with Li at one of his 
hotels. Li stood with Jiang Zemin in a place 
of honor during handover ceremonies but, 
skipped subsequent celebrations because ‘‘he 
is a target for pro-democracy activists.’’ 
(The Independent of London, 7/1/97). 

The Guardian of London (6/11/97) reported 
that Li and his PRC allies are so powerful 
‘‘that even governments on the other side of 
the world must reckon with their clout. A 
recent decision by the Bahamas to sever dip-
lomatic ties with Beijing is widely thought 
to have been motivated by concern over a 
newly opened port run by Hutchinson-
Whampoa, Ltd., a Hong Kong conglomerate 
controlled by Mr. Li, pro-China mogul.’’

If he had that much influence in the near-
by Bahamas, why would Senators suppose 
the ‘‘pro-China mogul’’ would do any less in 
further-away and much more important Pan-
ama?

Asian Business (3/97) reports on Li Ka-
shing’s views on the PRC leadership: ‘‘Yes, I 
strongly believe in what they say.’’

If Li Ka-shing is given the order to slow 
down, shut down, damage or even destroy the 
Panama Canal in some future United States-
China confrontation or any type of emer-
gency where United States troops, supplies 
and jet fuel are being rushed through the 
Panama Canal, will he say ‘‘Yes, I believe in 
what they say?’’

Senators may suppose that some successful 
businessmen put the interest of their busi-
ness ahead of anything else, including na-
tional interest. But putting the interest of 
the PRC first has always been the best thing 
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for the business of Li Ka-shing. Why would 
Senators suppose that might change in the 
future, at the Panama Canal? 

But let me provide more documentation. 
Li Ka-shing proudly serves as ‘‘an advisor 

on Hong Kong affairs to the Beijing govern-
ment and has served on the Selection Com-
mittee that picked Tung Chee-hwa’’ as Hong 
Kong’s new top boss (Asian Business). 

I have a picture of Ronald Reagan hanging 
proudly in my office. If Li Ka-shing is just a 
Hong Kong businessman, why does he have a 
picture of the PRC dictator, Jiang Zemin, 
hanging in his? (The Financial Times, 3/13/
98).

Press reports say Li publicly mourned the 
death of PRC dictator Deng Xiaoping the day 
after he died (Agence France Presse, 2/20–21, 
1997).

‘‘The Chinese Communist leaders turned 
for help to the benevolent figure of a Hong 
Kong property billionaire, Li Ka-shing.’’ 
(Sunday Times, 6/30/96). 

Hutchison-Whampoa ‘‘is a partner with 
China Ocean Shipping Company (COSCO) in 
several enterprises in China and elsewhere in 
Asia.’’ COSCO has long since been identified 
as an arm of the People’s Liberation Army, 
totally controlled by the communist govern-
ment of China. One United States Senator 
advises constituents that he is very wary of 
COSCO but does not see the same problem 
with Hutchinson-Whampoa. Why not? They 
are in the same bed, under the same blanket, 
and operators for the same cause. 

An unidentified State Department spokes-
man ‘‘noted that Hutchison has ventures in 
Asia with state-run China Ocean Shipping 
Company’’ (Journal of Commerce, 3/26/97). 

Companies wanting to do business in China 
know who to cozy up to. USA Today (1/13/98) 
reported a company called Peregrine lever-
aged ‘‘their close ties to Hong Kong billion-
aire Li Ka-shing to gain the trust of Chinese 
leaders.’’

Proctor and Gamble’s chairman and CEO, 
said ‘‘Hutchison has been and will continue 
to be a valuable partner in building our busi-
ness in China.’’ (The Kentucky Post, 10/24/97). 

Li Ka-shing’s dealings with the PRC are 
quite extensive. Besides his Hong Kong deal-
ings—all at the sufferance of the government 
of Beijing, Li has financed several satellite 
deals between the U.S. Hughes Corporation 
and China Hong Kong Satellite, a company 
owned by the PLA’s COSTIND. Li has put 
more than a billion dollars into China. He 
owns most of the piers in Hong Kong, has the 
exclusive right of first refusal of all PRC 
ports south of the Yangtze River. 

We congratulate Senators who acted to 
block the PLA’s agent, COSCO, from gaining 
control of the military port of Long Beach, 
California. But you might want to go back 
and check your files a little further. You will 
find that it was Li Ka-shing who was in-
volved in that deal up to his eyeballs, trying 
to help his friends and associates at COSCO 
and the Chinese navy. Li Ka-shing’s son and 
heir apparent, Victor Li Tzar-kuoi recently 
boasted about another milestone for his and 
dad’s business operations, a $957 million deal. 
This is the PLA’s biggest investment yet in 
America. Li and his PLA partners, report 
WorldNetDaily (6/29/99), have ‘‘bought their 
way in to the communications grid of north-
east America . . . Hutchison Telecom and the 
PLA are now major players in the American 
mobile-phone business with the recent in-
vestment of nearly $1 billion into Voice 
Stream Wireless.’’

‘‘Li is so close to the Chinese government 
that the Clinton White House included his 
bio along with Chinese President Jiang 

Zemin to the CEO of Loral Aerospace, Ber-
nard Schwartz, just prior to the 1994 Ron 
Brown trade trip to Beijing. According to 
documents provided by the Commerce De-
partment, Brown and Schwartz were to meet 
both Li and Gen. Shen Rougjun of 
CONSTIND.’’ (NetNewsDaily, 6/29/99). 

Senators, it does not take a lot of research 
to know what is going on in Panama with Li 
Ka-shing and Hutchison-Whampoa. Those in 
the know in Panama are aware that the fu-
ture of Panama is China, that hope for jobs 
in the future is with China. They know that 
to criticize Li Ka-shing or Hutchison-
Whampoa in a country they dominate means 
a problem finding work in the future. I found 
this to be true whether I was speaking to 
high powered, well-connected, financially se-
cure individuals such as Panama’s business-
men, lawyers, bankers, or down-to- earth 
people who work with their hands and just 
want to feed their families and have a future 
for their children. If the United States is 
leaving and this Li Ka-shing is our future, 
the thinking at all levels goes, then we’d 
best not criticize him. 

So don’t go to Panama to have cocktails 
with the financially successful, the well con-
nected, the ruling power elite, and think 
you’ll find out about Hutchison-Whampoa 
and Li Ka-shing. I urge the Armed Services 
Committee and indeed the entire U.S. Con-
gress, to investigate carefully the past, 
present and the future plans of this Li Ka-
shing, China’s Red Billionaire. He is on the 
verge of his greatest triumph for his masters 
in Beijing, at the Panama Canal. 

I hope and pray that Congress will see fit 
not merely to have a few hours hearing and 
publish a transcript of the proceedings, but 
to undertake a serious investigation of what 
is afoot at the Panama Canal, and how in the 
world can the President say that his policy 
is advancing the best interest of the United 
States?

I said at the start, that in my view, Li Ka-
shing and his Hutchison Whampoa company, 
disguised in Panama as ‘‘Panama Ports Com-
pany’’ is a tool of Communist China. And I 
said that I believe the government of the 
United States has known about this all 
along, and despite this advance knowledge, 
has allowed this man, and thus his masters, 
to gain control of the entrance-exit ports of 
the Panama Canal. 

First of all, consider that virtually all of 
the information I have shared with Senators 
in today’s testimony, has been available in 
the public record, most of it prior to the Jan-
uary, 1997 date that Hutchison-Whampoa be-
come the Gatekeeper of the Panama Canal. 

Further, the organization I serve as Presi-
dent, National Security Center, filed a Free-
dom of Information Act Request nearly two 
years ago with the Central Intelligence 
Agency, after reading some of these reports, 
including one that said that our own CIA had 
a file showing the connections between Com-
munist China and Li Ka-shing. 

I thought back then, when we filed that 
Freedom of Information Act request to the 
CIA, that the American people have a right 
to know whether their government handed 
this knife at the throat of the United States, 
over to Red China on a silver platter? 

But I got back a letter from the Central In-
telligence Agency, and they didn’t agree 
with me. They said, and I quote, ‘it is not in 
the national security interest of the United 
States to confirm or deny the existence of 
the documents you have requested.’’

We pressed on. National Security Center 
filed an appeal. And a few months later, we 
got a reply. The Review board, having care-

fully considered our request, had this to say: 
’’It is not in the national security interest of 
the United States, to confirm or deny the ex-
istence of the documents you have re-
quested.’’

Senators, I conclude my testimony today, 
by suggesting to you that I have yet to hear 
any possible reason why it would not be in 
the national security interest of the United 
States for you and for the American people 
to learn the truth about Li Ka-shing and his 
ties to Red China, the new Gatekeeper of the 
Panama Canal. It is very important to the 
national security interests of our country, 
with no threat to the sovereignty, freedom 
and future prosperity of our good friends in 
Panama who I respect and appreciate, if we 
all learned the truth about Li Ka-shing, and 
if the U.S. Congress forced a change in the 
current policy of the United States at Pan-
ama.

I have reported in my book, about the 
prospects for a new missile crisis in Panama. 
China currently has added to its inventory of 
18 ICBMS, the majority aimed our way. Sen-
ators are aware that they have many more 
short range and intermediate range nuclear 
missiles—148 at last count, and growing. It is 
so farfetched to imagine some of those mis-
siles being quietly put on container ships 
and offloaded at the Hutchison-Whampoa 
port facilities? 

These are the same people that managed to 
get 2,000 AK47 rifles smuggled into the 
United States. The same people who are 
smuggling drugs (through their growing Red-
China controlled gang connection to the 
FARC narco-guerrillas to the North in Co-
lombia) into Panama and illegals into Pan-
ama. Why not a couple dozen intermediate 
range and/or short range nuclear missiles? 
Can you imagine the next ‘‘Cuban missile 
crisis’’ taking place after the missiles have 
all been set up? Or worse, after they have all 
been fired? 

This scenario has been confirmed as a pos-
sibility by Admiral Thomas Moorer, USN 
(Ret.), and by a former commander of all 
U.S. ground forces in Panama, Major General 
Richard Anson, both members of our Na-
tional Security Center Retired Military Offi-
cers Advisory Board of 80 officers. Many 
other retired officers have confirmed this 
scenario for me. If the Peoples Republic of 
China, through corporate agents such as 
COSCO and Hutchison-Whampoa aka Pan-
ama Ports Company, decides to quietly move 
some short range and intermediate range nu-
clear missiles into Panama and set them up 
on wheels ready to fire on short notice at the 
port facilities, the United States might not 
even know this has happened—unless and 
until they want us to know. 

Other than bland reassurances by the same 
people who laughed at Ronald Reagan’s de-
mand, ‘‘Trust but Verify’’ during negotia-
tions with Mr. Gorbachev, what can Senators 
offer concerned constituents? 

Senators, we desperately need a continued 
U.S. military presence in Panama. To chal-
lenge Red China’s new role as Gatekeeper of 
the Panama Canal. Or else within the next 
ten years, Chinese will be the new second 
language of Panama, and our vital security 
interests at Panama will be secure only at 
the sufferance of Communist China. 

The people of Panama and the United 
States have worked in harmony for nearly a 
century, to keep the Panama Canal open, 
operational and secure. If President Clin-
ton’s policy is allowed to stand, the Peoples 
Republic of China, through Li Ka-shing, Chi-
na’s Red billionaire, will be the unchal-
lenged, unwatched Gatekeeper of the Pan-
ama Canal. 
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I suggest to Senators a range of policy op-

tions for immediate adoption. Foremost, any 
policy enacted should be done with recogni-
tion that the Constitution of the United 
States empowers our Congress as a co-equal 
branch of government with the President, 
not as his subordinate. As a co-equal, that 
means that acquiescence in the current pol-
icy translates into responsibility for what is 
happening, and for the disastrous catas-
trophe that faces United States servicemen 
who will be called upon to fix the problem at 
the price of their blood in the future. 

Second, I suggest to Senators that any pol-
icy they enact should be done with recogni-
tion that the people of Panama are very in-
terested in continuing to work with the 
United States, provided we pay a fair rent 
for military bases, provided we hire back 
workers who have served as well in the past 
on a seniority basis and for fair compensa-
tion. We should not be turning our backs on 
our friends in Panama and walking away 
just because Bill Clinton wants to reenact 
Vietnam at Panama. If we suggest such a 
policy, if we respect the sovereignty, the 
freedom, the economic needs of our friends 
in Panama, if we make such an offer, in my 
view, the political leadership of Panama will 
yield to what the people of Panama want. We 
will have a future with U.S. servicemen help-
ing keep the Panama Canal open, oper-
ational and safe into the future. 

In conclusion, I pray that Senators will 
create a new policy for the U.S. at Panama, 
one in keeping with these sentiments of Sen-
ator Trent Lott, when he called upon Chair-
man Warner to convene today’s Senate 
Armed Services Committee hearings: ‘‘the 
transfer of control of the Panama Canal is 
one of the critical national security issues 
currently facing our nation and its impact 
will be felt for many generations to come.’’
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HONORING AMERICA’S VETERANS 

HON. BOB SCHAFFER
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 16, 1999

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, President 
Calvin Coolidge once said, ‘‘The nation which 
forgets its defenders will be itself forgotten.’’ 
Last week, Americans proudly celebrated the 
last Veterans’ Day of the century in honor of 
those brave men and women who so valiantly 
and selflessly served our great nation during 
times of peace, confrontation, and war. 

Americans owe its brave defenders a tre-
mendous debt indeed—one which will prob-
ably never be fully understood by some, nor 
completely repaid by all. Veterans’ Day should 
reignite year-long gratitude for the sacrifices 
made in the name of the U.S.A. 

We live in a country unrivaled in terms of 
prosperity, liberty, security, and opportunity. 
Every child born in America is embraced by a 
nation blessed with the richest economy in the 
world, the highest regard for unalienable 
rights, and the most abundant personal free-
dom in the history of human civilization. 

The comfort, benefits and opportunity we all 
enjoy, and often take for granted, do not exist 
but for America’s veterans. Commending their 
service is among our greatest national tradi-
tions wherein we all recognize our very liberty 
has been preserved by their valor and cour-
age. 

The veterans’ legacy, nearly six decades of 
domestic tranquility, has ironically and unfortu-
nately fostered an unmistakable complacency 
among an entire generation unfamiliar with the 
horrors of war. While Veterans’ Day is first 
about veterans, Mr. Speaker, it is also about 
children. 

It is the prayer of every veteran I know that 
each American child may comprehend free-
dom’s price borne by millions of American sol-
diers over the course of our 223-year history. 
The liberty we enjoy today has always been 
an expensive and sacred privilege. Conveying 
these precepts to America’s youth is perhaps 
the most profound way to honor all veterans. 

Veterans also deserve a country committed 
to providing the benefits and assistance prom-
ised in return for defending it. This year, Con-
gress made progress in reversing a troubling 
trend of woefully underfunded veteran pro-
grams. In my opinion it did not go far enough 
or raise the priority of veterans high enough to 
counteract the years of neglect. 

Mr. Speaker, currently, the median age of 
America’s World War II veterans is 77 years. 
More than 9 million veterans are 65 years of 
age or older, accounting for over a third of the 
veteran population. 

Like all aging Americans, these men and 
women require medical and retirement serv-
ices, particularly those who sustained perma-
nent and disabling injuries in the line of duty. 
Resultant long-term medical treatment means 
staggering medical bills and mounting insur-
ance fees. 

After long years of service and patriotism, 
veterans should be able to count on the rest 
of us for support. We owe them nothing less. 
As a Member of Congress, I remain wholly 
committed to protecting the critical programs 
serving veterans and retired military members. 

In addition to cosponsoring several impor-
tant measures to ensure adequate Medicare 
coverage and increased retirement pay for 
veterans and military retirees, I helped pass 
the Veteran’s Millennium Care Act, which ex-
pands veterans’ eligibility for health care, and 
the services they receive. Mr. Speaker, this 
legislation reinforces new efforts to make cer-
tain veterans with severe, service-related dis-
abilities receive the long-term care they re-
quire. 

This year, Mr. Speaker, as the nation cele-
brates Veterans’ Day, it is important to give 
thanks and to take inspiration from the great 
sacrifices of the brave men and women who 
have delivered our mighty nation. And in com-
memorating the achievements of America’s 
veterans, we should all recommit our own 
lives, our fortunes, and our sacred honor to 
the maintenance of liberty—just as the vet-
erans we now honor have so nobly done.

f 

RECOGNIZING TORNADO RELIEF 
WORKERS

HON. SAM JOHNSON
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 16, 1999

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I would like to commend 45 young men, fa-
thers, and boys who invested their time and 

effort to assist the citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio 
in recovering from a devastating tornado ear-
lier this year. With hard work and diligence, 
and at their own expense, these men self-
lessly served homeowners in clearing debris, 
removing uprooted trees, and repairing roofs 
from April 16–30, 1999. 

David Belanger, KY; Caleb Belanger, KY; 
Jeff Bramhill, Ontario; Ryan Breese, IL; 
Jason Brown, AL; Daniel Chiew, Singapore; 
Jonathan Crisp, OH; Jonathan De Haan, KY; 
John Dixon, GA; James Dowd, OH; Thomas 
Dowd, OH; Curtis Eaton, NC; Olof Ekstrom, 
OR;

Jeremy Forlines, OH; Jonathan Gunter, IN; 
Richard Hens, OH; Thomas Hogarty, VA; 
Daniel Hough, IN; Kimberland Hough, IN; 
Stephen Hough, IN; Mario Huber, PA; Jared 
Kempson, IN; Joshua Kempson, IN; 

Lindsay Kimbrough, IL; Justin King, MI; 
Daniel Lewis, OH; James Lovett, WA; Greg-
ory Mangione, MI; Allen Martin, OH; Samuel 
Mills, TX; Timothy Moye, GA; Robert 
Nicolato, OH; Sean Pelletier, WA; Daniel Pe-
tersen, GA; Misha Randolph, TX; 

Ross Richmond, OH; Jason Ruggles, MI; 
John Saucier, AL; Tristan Sutton, KY; Jus-
tin Swartz, CA; John Tanner, MI; Jefferson 
Turner, GA; Andrew Van Essen, Ontario; 
Stephen Watson, TX; Timothy Zeller, IN.
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THE IMPORTANCE OF WATER TO 
THE MIDDLE EAST 

HON. BENJAMIN A. GILMAN
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 16, 1999

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to take 
this opportunity to reprint a brief article in the 
Jerusalem Report, October 25, 1999 that dis-
cusses the importance of water to the Middle 
East. This piece also highlights the important 
activities of a former colleague of ours, Hon. 
Wayne Owens, now president of the Center 
for Middle East Peace and Economic Co-
operation, who has taken a leading role in ad-
vocating the increased use of desalination 
plants in order to increase the inadequate 
water supplies in that region. 

Entitled, ‘‘Not a Drop to Drink’’, the article 
goes on to make a significant case for desali-
nation. Accordingly, I recommend this article 
to our colleagues, and commend Wayne 
Owens for his ongoing efforts to improve the 
lives of all peoples in the region through eco-
nomic development projects.

[From the Jerusalem Report, Oct. 25, 1999] 

NOT A DROP TO DRINK

(By David Horovitz) 

More than a year ago, a former Utah Con-
gressman named Wayne Owens came to the 
Report, to tell us about a project his non-
profit, Washington-based Center for Middle 
East Peace and Economic Cooperation was 
advocating: The construction of a $300-mil-
lion desalination plant at the Haderah power 
station, and of a second, smaller plant in 
Gaza, to help alleviate the chronic water 
shortage.

The Haderah plant alone, Owens said, 
would provide a fifth of Israel’s domestic 
water needs. It could be up and running in 
three years. And it would not require Israeli 
government funding. Rather, Owens was as-
sembling a group of investors to fund it. All 
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